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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-20 have been examined. 



Response to Amendment 



2. 



This communication is responsive to the request filed 1/3/2006. 



3. 



Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. This action is final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-3,5,6,8-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Khan et al ("Khan", US2002/0046254) in view of Wewalaarachchi et al 
('Wewalaarachchi", US 6571 140). 

As per claim independent claim 1, Khan teaches a customer-configurable plant 
process observation portal server for collecting plant process information, in accordance 
with a user designated set of information sources, and for disseminating the information 
to users via network connections, the portal server comprising: an extensible 
information source registry for storing at least identification information corresponding to 
an extensible set of plant information sources accessed via the portal server ([0077]- 
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[0079]); a portal server data interface, accessible via remote networked stations, 
providing user access to plant information associated with the set of designated plant 
information sources ([0086] lines 1-12); and a portal configuration utility enabling a user 
to at least designate a new plant information source via a configuration interface, the 
new plant information source thereafter being added to the extensible set of plant 
information sources ([0005] lines 1-5, [0078] lines 1-12). Khan fails to distinctly point out 
the system utilizing plan process information. However, Wewalaarachchi teaches a 
plant process (Column 1 lines 24-37, lines 63-67). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the teaching of 
Wewalaarachchi with the system of Kahn. Motivation to do so would have been to 
provide diverse way to control a real time system. 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches a 
system wherein the portal configuration utility further enables a user to designate a 
manner in which data from sources of information is visually depicted on a user 
interface rendered by the portal server for a particular portal site (Kahn, [0085] lines 1 - 
16). 

As per claim 3, which, is dependent on claim 1 , Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches a 
system wherein the portal server comprises at least one association with an Internet 
portal site from which data received from plant information sources is accessed by 
users ([0093] lines 1-6). 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1, Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches a 
system wherein the portal configuration utility further enables a user to designate a new 
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data handler to be added to an extensible set of data handlers that process information 
of particular types provided by the extensible set of plant information sources 
(Wewalaarachchi, Column 7 lines 41-54). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches a 
system wherein the portal configuration utility includes computer program instructions 
for rendering a configuration template prompting a user to provide information 
associated with the new plant information source comprises a Web page, and the portal 
configuration utility is accessible by a browser (Khan, [0079] lines 3-19). 

Claim 8 is similar in scope to that of claim 5 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 9 is similar in scope to that of claim 2 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claims 10,1 1 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 1 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 1, Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches 
a system further comprising a plurality of data handlers that process information of 
particular types provided by the extensible set of plant sources (Wewalaarachchi, 
Column 1 lines 66-67,Column 2 lines 1-5). 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 12, Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches 
a system wherein the plurality of data handlers comprises a process history database 
handler (Wewalaarachchi, Column 1 lines 66-67, Column 2 lines 1-5). 
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As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 12, Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches 
a system wherein the plurality of data handlers comprises an alarm handler 
(Wewalaarachchi, Column 1 lines 66-67, Column 2 lines 1-5). 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 12, Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches 
a system wherein the plurality of data handlers comprises a data exchange protocol 
specific handler (Wewalaarachchi, Column 7 lines 4-20). 

As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 12, Khan-Wewalaarachchi teaches 
a system wherein the extensible source registry facilitates storing plant information 
provided by multiple controllers, thereby facilitating accessing data generated by 
multiple controllers via a single physical node on a process control network 
(Wewalaarachchi, Column 1 lines 66-67, Column 2 lines 1-5). 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to that of claim 13 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 18 is similar in scope to that of claim 14 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 19 is similar in scope to that of claim 15 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 20 is similar in scope to that of claim 16 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 
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6. Claims 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Khan et al ("Khan", US2002/0046254) and Wewalaarachchi et al ("Wewalaarachchi", 
US 6571 140) in view of Polizzi et al ("Polizzi", US2002/0052954). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1 , Khan-Wewalaarachchi fails to 
distinctly point out a network being an intranet. However, Polizzi teaches a system 
wherein the portal server comprises at least one association with an intranet portal site 
from which data received from plant information sources is accessed by users ([0007] 
lines 7-9). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Polizzi with the system of Khan-Wewalaarachchi. 
Motivation to do so would have been to provide a more secure way of providing a portal. 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 6, Khan-Wewalaarachchi-Polizzi 
teaches a system wherein the configuration template wherein the portal configuration 
utility includes computer program instructions for rendering a configuration template 
prompting a user to provide information associated with the new plant information 
source comprises'a Web page, and the portal configuration utility is accessible by a 
browser (Polizzi, abstract lines 1 8-21 ). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1/3/2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 
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Applicants argue that there is no motivation to combine Khan with 
Wewalaarachchi, and that Khan does not even mention a plant or suggest plant 
information. Khan teaches an information hub with customizable data sources in a 
portal environment. Using the portal system of Khan would allow a user to access and 
manage information from any source. Wewalaarachchi is very analogous to Khan in that 
Wewalaarachchi teaches a method of managing and customizing data sources. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching of Wewalaarachchi with the system of Kahn. Motivation to do so 
would have been to provide diverse way to control a real time system. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE > 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F. Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm Mondays through 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ryan Pitaro 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 74 

RFP 
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